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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Please note that the examiner of record has changed. All future correspondence 
should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose information is provided at the end of 
this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments, see page 10, line 19 - page 1 1 , line 9 and page 12, line 
14 - page 14, line 14, filed on September 19, 2005, with respect to the rejection(s) of 
claim(s) 1 and 2 under 35 U.S.C. § 103 have been fully considered and are persuasive. 
Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a 
new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of newly prior art found. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1, 4, 5, 10, 11, 14, 15 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Rye, US Patent 6,744,463 B2 in view of VanZeeland, US 
Patent 5,448,290. 

Regarding claim 1, Rye discloses a system (Fig. 1) for switching between a 
plurality of video cameras (Fig. 3, cameras 12a-12d) without a multiplexing device such 
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that a video signal from only one of the plurality of video cameras is output at any given 
time (Col. 1 , line 56 - col. 2, line 8; col. 2, lines 40-64; col. 4, line 9; col. 4, line 46; col. 
5, line 61 ), the system comprising: a camera controller (Fig. 1 : 38) for controlling the 
plurality of video cameras; a plurality of physically-separate, addressable power 
switches (addressable control modules 18a-18d shown in fig. 1), wherein each 
addressable power switch is coupled to and controls power applied to a corresponding 
video camera (Col. 3, lines 22-41), wherein the addressable power switches comprises 
a wireless receiver (Fig. 1 : 24) for receiving a control signal to either supply or switch of 
power to the corresponding video camera; an output device (television receiver 34 in 
conjunction with video receiver 30 shown in fig. 1) capable of receiving a video signal 
from any of the plurality of video cameras and configured to output the video signal 
received; and a switch controller (Fig. 1 : 40) controlled by the camera controller for 
addressing the plurality of addressable power switches, wherein the switch controller 
comprises a wireless transmitter (Col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 8) for transmitting the 
control signals to the addressable power switches such that power is applied to only a 
single selected video camera (Col. 1 , line 56 - col. 2, line 8; col. 2, lines 40-64; col. 4, 
line 9; col. 4, line 46; col. 5, line 61). 

Although Rye discloses a wireless receiver for receiving a control signal to either 
supply or switch of power to the corresponding video camera, Rye does not explicitly 
disclose a different wireless receiver for each camera. 

However, VanZeeland teaches a video security system (Fig. 3) for switching 
between a plurality of video cameras (See cameras 10 shown in fig. 3) without a 
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multiplexing device such that a video signal from only one of the plurality of video 
cameras is output at any given time (Col. 6, lines 40-53), the system comprising: a 
camera controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22') for controlling the plurality 
of video cameras; a plurality of different addressable transmitter/receivers (Fig. 3: 34), 
wherein each addressable transmitter/receiver is coupled to and controls transmission 
of image signals from each corresponding video camera (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 
53); an output device (monitor shown in fig. 3: 18) capable of receiving a video signal 
from any of the plurality of video cameras and configured to output the video signal 
received; and a switch controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22*) controlled 
by the camera controller for addressing the plurality of addressable 
transmitters/receivers, wherein the switch controller comprises a wireless transmitter 
(Fig. 3: 34') for transmitting the control signals to the addressable transmitters/receivers 
such that image transmission is enable from only a single selected video camera. 
VanZeeland also teaches that when a specific camera needs to be controlled or 
monitored, the transmitters/receivers of the other cameras would be disabled (Col. 3, 
lines 15-29; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 53). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system taught in Rye by having a different 
addressable transmitter/receiver for receiving controls signals at each camera to select 
a particular camera for image transmission or camera control. The motivation to do so 
would have been to increase the flexibility of camera placement and relocation and to 
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select remotely a particular camera for viewing its video signal on the monitor or receive 
control signals to the camera as suggested by VanZeeland (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 5, line 
2; col. 6, lines 45-49). 

Regarding claim 4, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as 
applied to claim 1 teaches that the wireless transmitter is configured to transmit radio 
frequency signals to the wireless receivers, and wherein the wireless receivers are 
configured to receive radiofrequency signals from the wireless transmitter (See Rye, col. 
3, lines 64-67; see also VanZeeland, col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 53). 

Regarding claim 5, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as 
applied to claim 1 teaches that the switch controller is integrated into the camera 
controller (In Rye, the switch controller 40 is integrated into the camera controller 38 as 
shown in fig. 1; see also VanZeeland, fig. 3: 22'). 

Regarding claim 10, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as 
applied to claim 1 teaches that each of the plurality of video cameras comprises 
wireless transmitters for sending video signals to the output device, and wherein the 
output device comprises a wireless receiver for receiving video signals from the plurality 
of video cameras (See Rye, in fig. 1 , each camera comprises a wireless transmitter 
(14a-14d) and the output device (monitor 34) comprises a wireless receiver 30; see also 
VanZeeland, transmitter/receivers 34 connected to each of the cameras 10 as shown in 
fig. 3). 

Regarding claim 11, Rye discloses a camera controller (Fig. 1: 38) for switching 
between a plurality of video cameras (Fig. 3, cameras 12a-12d) without a multiplexing 
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device such that a video signal from only one of the plurality of video cameras is output 
at any given time (Col. 1 , line 56 - col. 2, line 8; col. 2, lines 40-64; col. 4, line 9; col. 4, 
line 46; col. 5, line 61), the camera controller comprising: a memory (Col. 4, lines 21-63) 
configured with a camera control process; a communication bus coupled to the memory 
for transmitting command codes from the camera control process (a communication bus 
is inherently included for transmitting command codes from the camera control process 
with the purpose of supplying addressing the specific camera for operation); and a 
switch controller (Fig. 1 : 40) coupled to the communication bus for receiving the 
command codes, wherein the switch controller comprises a wireless transmitter (Col. 3, 
line 57 - col. 4, line 8) for transmitting control signals to a wireless receiver (Fig. 1 : 24) 
connected to a plurality of physically-separate, addressable power switches 
(addressable control modules 18a-18d shown in fig. 1 ) to either supply or switch of 
power to the plurality of video cameras such that power is applied to a single selected 
video camera; wherein the switch controller is configured to use the command codes to 
control the plurality of addressable power switches that control application of power to 
the plurality of video cameras, wherein the addressable power switches comprises a 
wireless receiver for receiving a control signal from the switch controller to either supply 
or switch off power to the corresponding video camera (Col. 1 , line 56 - col. 2, line 8; 
col. 2, lines 40-64; col. 4, line 9; col. 4, line 46; col. 5, line 61). 

Although Rye discloses a wireless receiver for receiving a control signal to either 
supply or switch of power to the corresponding video camera, Rye does not explicitly 
disclose a different wireless receiver for each camera. 
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However, VanZeeland teaches a video security system (Fig. 3) for switching 
between a plurality of video cameras (See cameras 10 shown in fig. 3) without a 
multiplexing device such that a video signal from only one of the plurality of video 
cameras is output at any given time (Col. 6, lines 40-53), the system comprising: a 
camera controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22') for controlling the plurality 
of video cameras; a plurality of different addressable transmitter/receivers (Fig. 3: 34), 
wherein each addressable transmitter/receiver is coupled to and controls transmission 
of image signals from each corresponding video camera (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 
53); an output device (monitor shown in fig. 3: 18) capable of receiving a video signal 
from any of the plurality of video cameras and configured to output the video signal 
received; and a switch controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22') controlled 
by the camera controller for addressing the plurality of addressable 
transmitters/receivers, wherein the switch controller comprises a wireless transmitter 
(Fig. 3: 34') for transmitting the control signals to the addressable transmitters/receivers 
such that image transmission is enable from only a single selected video camera. 
VanZeeland also teaches that when a specific camera needs to be controlled or 
monitored, the transmitters/receivers of the other cameras would be disabled (Col. 3, 
lines 15-29; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 53). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system taught in Rye by having a different 
addressable transmitter/receiver for receiving controls signals at each camera to select 
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a particular camera for image transmission or camera control. The motivation to do so 
would have been to increase the flexibility of camera placement and relocation and to 
select remotely a particular camera for viewing its video signal on the monitor or receive 
control signals to the camera as suggested by VanZeeland (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 5, line 
2; col. 6, lines 45-49). 

Regarding claim 14, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as 
applied to claim 1 1 teaches that the switch controller comprises a wireless transmitter 
for transmitting control signals to the plurality of addressable power switches (See Rye, 
Col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 8; see also VanZeeland, in fig. 3 the controller 22 comprises 
a wireless transmitter 34' for transmitting control signals to the plurality of cameras). 

Regarding claim 15, Rye discloses a decoder for decoding the command codes 
to generate the control signals (Col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 8). 

Regarding claim 26, Rye teaches that at least one addressable power switch is 
to supply or switch off power from a DC source (Col. 3, lines 42-55). 
5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rye, 
US Patent 6,744,463 B2 in view of VanZeeland, US Patent 5,448,290 and further in 
view of Abe, US Patent 6,052,509. 

Regarding claim 2, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland 
teaches the use of addressable power switch for turning on and off each camera but 
fails to teach that said switches are embedded within a corresponding video camera. 

However, Abe teaches an camera (Fig. 1:10) that can be remotely controlled by 
a body portion (Fig. 1: 40), said camera comprises a wireless signal transmitting circuit 
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(Fig. 1 : 20), a wireless signal receiving circuit (Fig. 1 : 24) and a power supply (Fig. 1 : 
30) embedded within the camera (See fig. 1) (Col. 4, lines 36-67; col. 5, lines 22-52; col. 
6, lines 13-52). Abe also teaches that the body portion sends control commands to the 
camera for controlling a zooming operation, a focusing operation, an exposure, a 
shooting direction, and to turn on or off said camera (Col. 6, lines 13-29) (By teaching 
the power switch is integrated inside the camera, Abe teaches a remotely controlled 
power switch that is embedded within a camera). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland and 
further in view of Abe as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to use the concept taught by Abe and modify 
the system taught in Rye and VanZeeland by having the addressable power switch 
embedded within the video camera. The motivation to do so would help to minimize the 
number of components in the video camera system in Rye and VanZeeland, thus, by 
making the camera and addressable power switch integrated the size of each camera 
system and cost can be reduce significantly. 

6. Claims 6, 7 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rye, US Patent 6,744,463 B2 in view of VanZeeland, US Patent 
5,448,290 and further in view of Ogasawara, US Patent 6,543,052 B1. 

Regarding claim 6, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland fails to 
teach that the camera controller is integrated into customer premises equipment that is 
communicatively coupled to a cable network. 
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However, Ogasawara teaches a set-top box (STB) which is coupled to cable 
providers, Internet Service Provider (ISP), over-the-air broadcast, etc. (Col. 3, lines 52- 
65), and is also capable of controlling various peripheral devices such as a camera 
printer, etc. (See fig. 1 ). Ogasawara also teaches that by controlling the peripheral 
devices using a centralized control through the STB helps facilitate their access and 
management (Col. 4, lines 1-3). This would be advantageous in the system taught in 
Rye and VanZeeland for controlling the plurality of cameras by using an STB such that 
all devices may be controlled along with a variety of other devices and providers. The 
STB also gives the system versatility by including cable connections as well as Internet 
service for transmitting and receiving video images from remote locations. 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Ryein view of VanZeeland and 
further in view of Ogasawara as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to integrate the controller taught in 
Rye and VanZeeland into a customer premises equipment (such as a STB) that is 
communicatively coupled to a cable network for producing a multifaceted device 
capable of transmitting and receiving information. 

Regarding claim 7, limitations can be found in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 16 and 17, limitations can be found in claim 6. 

Regarding claim 18, limitations can be found in claim 6. 
7. Claims 8, 9, 12 are 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rye, US Patent 6,744,463 B2 and VanZeeland, US Patent 
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5,448,290 in view of Ogasawara, US Patent 6,543,052 B1 and further in view of 
Bellman, US Patent 4,831,438. 

Regarding claims 8 and 9, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland 
and further in view of Ogasawara fails to teach that an authentication process limits 
commands accepted to only authorized commands or an encryption process provides 
security to video signals transmitted from the camera controller to a remote access 
controller. 

However, Bellman teaches that is notoriously well known in the art to have a 
surveillance system that includes an authentication process (Col. 4, lines 39-61) and an 
encryption process (Fig. 1: 470; col. 4, lines 13-61). This would help preventing 
unauthorized activation of the system or interception of the surveillance information. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system in Rye, VanZeeland and Ogasawara by 
providing secure access to the surveillance system by using authentication and 
encryption processes, thus the system would obtain increased protection against 
unauthorized users. 

Regarding claim 12 and 13, the combined teaching of Rye in view of 
VanZeeland and further in view of Ogasawara fails to teach that the memory is further 
configured with an authentication process for authenticating remote commands to 
control the plurality of cameras and an encryption process to securely transmit video 
from the camera controller to a requesting controller. 
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However, Bellman teaches that is notoriously well known in the art to have a 
surveillance system that includes an authentication process (Col. 4, lines 39-61) and an 
encryption process (Fig. 1: 470; col. 4, lines 13-61). This would help preventing 
unauthorized activation of the system or interception of the surveillance information. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system in Rye, VanZeeland and Ogasawara by 
providing secure access to the surveillance system by using authentication and 
encryption processes, thus the system would obtain increased protection against 
unauthorized users. 

Although Bellman fails to explicitly teach that a memory is configured with the 
authentication process and encryption process, one of ordinary skill in the art would 
recognize that it would be essential to store these processes in a storage area for 
storing program codes needed to activate each process for securing access in 
surveillance systems. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to have the memory for storing an authentication and encryption processes. 
8. Claims 19, 21 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Rye, US Patent 6,744,463 B2 in view of VanZeeland, US Patent 
5,448,290 and further in view of Bellman, US Patent 4,831,438. 

Regarding claim 19, Rye discloses a method for switching between a plurality of 
video cameras (Fig. 3, cameras 12a-12d) without a multiplexing device such that a 
video signal from only one of the plurality of video cameras is output at any given time, 
the method comprising: generating a control code and communicating the control code 
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to a power switch controller decoding the control code to generate control signals, 
wherein the control signals are configured such that power is applied to a single video 
camera at a time (Col. 3, line 57 - col. 4, line 8); and transmitting the control signals 
wirelessly to a wireless receiver (Fig. 1: 24) within a plurality of physically-separate, 
addressable power switches (addressable control modules 18a-18d shown in fig. 1), 
wherein each addressable power switch is coupled to and controls power applied a 
corresponding video camera by ether supplying or switching off power responsive to the 
control signals (Col. 1, line 56 - col. 2, line 8; col. 2, lines 40-64; col. 4, line 9; col. 4, line 
46; col. 5, line 61). 

Although Rye discloses a wireless receiver for receiving a control signal to either 
supply or switch of power to the corresponding video camera, Rye does not explicitly 
disclose different wireless receivers within a plurality of addressable power switches 
and processing a command to view images from a particular camera of the plurality of 
video cameras to determine if the command is authorized and if the command is 
authorized, then generating a control code and communicating the control code to a 
power switch controller decoding the control code to generate control signals, wherein 
the control signals are configured such that power is applied to a single video camera at 
a time. 

However, VanZeeland teaches a video security system (Fig. 3) for switching 
between a plurality of video cameras (See cameras 10 shown in fig. 3) without a 
multiplexing device such that a video signal from only one of the plurality of video 
cameras is output at any given time (Col. 6, lines 40-53), the system comprising: a 
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camera controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22') for controlling the plurality 
of video cameras; a plurality of different addressable transmitter/receivers (Fig. 3: 34), 
wherein each addressable transmitter/receiver is coupled to and controls transmission 
of image signals from each corresponding video camera (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 
53); an output device (monitor shown in fig. 3: 18) capable of receiving a video signal 
from any of the plurality of video cameras and configured to output the video signal 
received; and a switch controller (switching control box shown in fig. 3: 22') controlled 
by the camera controller for addressing the plurality of addressable 
transmitters/receivers, wherein the switch controller comprises a wireless transmitter 
(Fig. 3: 34') for transmitting the control signals to the addressable transmitters/receivers 
such that image transmission is enable from only a single selected video camera. 
VanZeeland also teaches that when a specific camera needs to be controlled or 
monitored, the transmitters/receivers of the other cameras would be disabled (Col. 3, 
lines 15-29; col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 53). 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland as a 
whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system taught in Rye by having a different 
addressable transmitter/receiver for receiving controls signals at each camera to select 
a particular camera for image transmission or camera control. The motivation to do so 
would have been to increase the flexibility of camera placement and relocation and to 
select remotely a particular camera for viewing its video signal on the monitor or receive 
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control signals to the camera as suggested by VanZeeland (Col. 5, line 66 - col. 5, line 
2; col. 6, lines 45-49). 

The combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland fails to teach processing a 
command to view images from a particular camera of the plurality of video cameras to 
determine if the command is authorized and if the command is authorized, then 
generating a control code and communicating the control code to a power switch 
controller decoding the control code to generate control signals, wherein the control 
signals are configured such that power is applied to a single video camera at a time. 

However, Bellman teaches that is notoriously well known in the art to have a 
surveillance system that includes an authentication process (Col. 4, lines 39-61) and an 
encryption process (Fig. 1: 470; col. 4, lines 13-61). This would help preventing 
unauthorized activation of the system or interception of the surveillance information. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system in Rye and VanZeeland by providing secure 
access to the surveillance system by using authentication and encryption processes, 
thus the system would obtain increased protection against unauthorized users. 

Regarding claim 21, the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland and 
further in view of Bellman as applied to claim 19 teaches that the transmitting occurs by 
sending control signals over a radio frequency carrier from the power switch controller 
to the addressable power switches (See Rye, col. 3, lines 64-67; see also VanZeeland, 
col. 5, line 66 - col. 6, line 53). 
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Regarding claim 24, claim 24 is an apparatus for the method in claim 21 . The 
combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland and further in view of Bellman teaches 
the limitations as in claim 21 (See grounds for rejecting claim 21 ). 
9. Claims 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rye, US Patent 6,744,463 B2 and VanZeeland, US Patent 5,448,290 in view of 
Bellman, US Patent 4,831,438 and further in view of Ogasawara, US Patent 
6,543,052 B1. 

Regarding claims 22 and 23, the combined teaching of Rye in view of 
VanZeeland and further in view of Bellman fails to teach that the plurality of cameras 
are placed about a premises of a customer and wherein the command is received from 
a local system within the premises of the customer or a remote system outside the 
premises of the costumer. 

However, Ogasawara teaches a set-top box (STB) which is coupled to cable 
providers, Internet Service Provider (ISP), over-the-air broadcast, etc. (Col. 3, lines 52- 
65), and is also capable of controlling various peripheral devices such as a camera 
printer, etc. (See fig. 1). Ogasawara also teaches that by controlling the peripheral 
devices using a centralized control through the STB helps facilitate their access and 
management (Col. 4, lines 1-3). This would be advantageous in the system taught in 
Rye and VanZeeland for controlling the plurality of cameras by using an STB such that 
all devices may be controlled along with a variety of other devices and providers. The 
STB also gives the system versatility by including cable connections as well as Internet 
service for transmitting and receiving video images from remote locations. 



Application/Control Number: 09/975,564 Page 17 

Art Unit: 2612 

Therefore, taking the combined teaching of Rye in view of VanZeeland and 
further in view of Ogasawara as a whole, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to integrate the controller taught in 
Rye and VanZeeland into a customer premises equipment (such as a STB) that is 
communicatively coupled to a cable network for producing a multifaceted device 
capable of transmitting and receiving information. 

Conclusion 

1 0. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nelson D. Hernandez whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-731 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 A.M. to 6:00 P.M.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ngoc Yen Vu can be reached on (571 ) 272-7320. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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